KEEGAN, WERLIN & PABIAN, LLP

" ATTORNEYS AT LAW
265 FRANKLIN STREET
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02110-3113 TELECOPIERS:

(G17)951- 1354
(617)951-1400 (617)951- 0586

August 2, 2004

Mary L. Cottrell, Secretary

Department of Telecommunication and Energy
One South Station, 2™ Floor

Boston, MA 02202

Re: Cambridge . Electric  Light Combanv/Commonwe‘alth Electric Coinpanv;
D.T.E. 04-60

Dear Secretary Cottrell:

Enclosed please find the responses of Cambridge Electric Light Company
(“Cambridge”) and Commonwealth Electric Company (“Commonwealth”), each d/b/a
NSTAR Electric (“NSTAR Electric” or the “Companies”) to discovery questions asked
by the Attorney General in the above-referenced proceeding, as listed on the following
Discovery Log.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yow
ohn K. Habib
Enclosures
cc: Service List

Joan Foster Evans, Hearing Officer (2)
Colleen McConnell, Assistant Attorney General (2)



LOG OF RESPONSES FILED
D.T.E. 04-60

August 2, 2004

Response Status Other

DTE-1-1 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachment
DTE-1-2 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-3 Filed July 22, 2004
Filed July 22, 2004 Attachments DTE-1-4 (a) and (b)- Public CD-
DTE-1-4 [ROM (REVISED)
Filed July 22, 2004 Attachments DTE-1-5 (a) and (b)- Public CD-
DTE-1-5 ROM (REVISED)
DTE-1-6 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-7 Filed July 22, 2004

DTE-1-8 CONFIDENTIAL

Filed July 22, 2004

DTE-1-9

Filed July 22, 2004

Filed July 22, 2004

Attachments - CONFIDENTIAL CD-ROM

DTE-1-10 (REVISED)
Filed July 22, 2004 Attachments - CONFIDENTIAL CD-ROM
DTE-1-11 (REVISED)
DTE-1-12 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-13 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-14 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-15 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-16 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-17 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-18 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-19 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-20 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-21 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-22 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-23 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-24 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-25 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-26 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachment
DTE-1-27 iled July 22, 2004
DTE-1-28 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-29 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-30 Filed July 22, 2004

DTE-1-31

Filed July 22, 2004




Response Status Other
Filed July 22, 2004 Attachment- CONFIDENTIAL - CD-ROM
DTE-1-32 (REVISED)
DTE-1-32 (Supp) Filed July 27, 2004 Attachment
DTE-1-33 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-34 Filed July 22, 2004
DTE-1-35 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachment
AG-1-1 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachments AG-1-1 (a) through (v)
Attachment AG-1-2- CONFIDENTIAL CD-
AG-1-2 Filed July 22, 2004 ROM (REVISED)
AG-1-3 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachments AG-1-3(a) and (b)

AG-1-4 CONFIDENTIAL

Filed July 22, 2004

Attachment AG-1-4 - CONFIDENTIAL BULK
CD-ROM (REVISED)

Attachment AG-1-5-(Public Provided in Hard

Copy)
Attachment AG-1-5 - CONFIDENTIAL BULK

AG-1-5 Filed July 26, 2004 CD-ROM
AG-1-6 Filed July 22, 2004

Attachment AG-1-7- CONFIDENTIAL CD-
AG-1-7 Filed July 22, 2004 ROM (REVISED)

AG-1-8§ CONFIDENTIAL

Filed July 22, 2004

Attachment AG-1-8 - CONFIDENTIAL BULK
CD-ROM (REVISED)

AG-1-9 Filed July 22, 2004
AG-1-10 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachment AG-10
AG-1-11 Filed July 22, 2004
AG-1-12 Filed July 22, 2004 Attachment AG-1-12(a) and (b)
DTE-2-1 Filed Herewith Attachment DTE-2-1
DTE-2-2
DTE-2-3
DTE-2-4
DTE-2-5 Filed Herewith
DTE-2-6 Filed Herewith
DTE-2-7 Filed Herewith
DTE-2-8 Filed Herewith
DTE-2-9 Filed Herewith
DTE-2-10 Filed Herewith
AG-2-1 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-2 Filed July 30, 2004 Attachment AG-2-2
Filed July 30, 2004 Attachment AG-2-2(a) CONFIDENITAL
AG-2-3 Attachment AG-2-3(b) CONFIDENTIAL
AG-2-4 Filed July 30, 2004 Attachment AG-2-4 CONFIDENTIAL
AG-2-5 Filed July 28, 2004
AG-2-6 Filed July 28, 2004

AG-2-7

Filed July 28, 2004




Response Status Other
AG-2-8 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-9 Filed July 28, 2004
AG-2-10 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-11 Filed July 28, 2004
AG-2-12 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-13 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-14 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-15 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-16 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-17 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-18 Filed July 28, 2004
AG-2-19 Filed July 28, 2004
Filed Herewith Attachment AG-2-20 CONFIDENTIAL BULK
AG-2-20 CD-ROM
AG-2-21 Filed July 30, 2004 Attachment AG-2-21 CD-ROM BULK
AG-2-22 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-23 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-24 Filed July 30, 2004
AG-2-26 Filed July 30, 2004
Filed July 30, 2004 Attachment AG-2-27 CD-ROM
AG-2-27 CONFIDENTIAL
AG-3-1 Filed Herewith Attachment AG-3-1 CONFIDENTIAL
AG-3-2 Filed Herewith Attachment AG-3-2 CONFIDENTIAL BULK
AG-3-3 Filed Herewith
AG-3-4 Filed Herewith
AG-3-5
AG-3-6 Filed Herewith Attachment AG-3-6
AG-3-7
AG-3-8 Filed Herewith Attachments AG-3-8(a) through (c)
AG-3-9 Filed Herewith Attachment AG-3-9
AG-3-10
AG-3-11
AG-3-12 Filed Herewith
AG-3-13 Filed Herewith
AG-3-14
AG-3-15 Filed Herewith
AG-3-16 Filed Herewith
AG-3-17 [Filed Herewith
AG-3-18 Filed Herewith




NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-2-20

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert B. Hevert

Page 1 of 1

Information Request AG-2-20

A copy of the "documentation CD-ROM that include[s] all of the PPA Entitlement
agreements and amendments as well as the associated invoices and [the electronic
contract evaluation spreadsheet for each of the PPA Entitlements. See Hevert
Testimony, p. 14, lines 3-6.

Response
Please refer to the enclosed CD-ROM (Attachment AG-2-20 CONFIDENTIAL).

Please note that the information provided herein is confidential, proprietary and
competitively sensitive and is being provided subject to a Non-Disclosure Agreement
between NSTAR Electric and the Attorney General and a forthcoming Motion for
Protective Treatment of responses to the Department’s and the Attorney General’s
Second Set of Discovery in this proceeding.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-1

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock
Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-1

Refer to Exh. NSTAR-CAM-GOL-2, at 1 of 1. Please provide a worksheet detailing how
the net present value ("NPV") figure was determined. For example, how does the Total
Value of $82.784 result in a NPV of $61.649. Please calculate and show all steps
involved and provide all calculations and workpapers.

Response

In preparing the response to this information request, NSTAR Electric determined that
the calculation of the NPV contains an input error in that it present-valued the total
savings to 2003, rather than 2004. The Company is providing corrected Exhibits
NSTAR-CAM-GOL-2 and NSTAR-COM-GOL-2 as attachments to this response. The
result of this change is that the NPV of the savings for Cambridge customers is $3.2
million; and $3.1 million for Commonwealth customers.

The calculation of the NPV is done through the use of an Excel NPV function that applies
to 2005 through 2026 at the specified discount rate and then adds the value in 2004 to
avoid also discounting that value.
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NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy

D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-5

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock/Robert B. Hevert
Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-5

Refer to Exh. NSTAR-RBH at 18. The Company states it determined the total cost for
the energy and capacity over the term of each Existing Pittsfield PPA.

A) Does the Company receive products other than energy and capacity pursuant to
each Existing Pittsfield PP A (i.e., reserves, ancillary services, etc.)?

B) If the Company does receive such other products, please explain whether the
costs for these products were included when calculating the cost of each
Existing Pittsfield PPA.

Response

Pursuant to the existing Pittsfield PPAs, the Companies are entitled only to their
percentage of the electric capacity and related energy produced by the Unit, which is
included in the total costs for the units.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-6

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert B. Hevert

Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-6

Refer to Exh. NSTAR-RBH at 26. The Company states the capacity factor for the
Pittsfield Facility has recently averaged 27 percent.

A) Provide the MWH delivered and the capacity factor for the years 1998 to 2003.

B) Expl ain any significant change in the Pittsfield F acility's capacity factor between
1998 and 2003.

Response

(A)Please refer to Attachment AG-1-10 for the monthly kWh purchases from
Pittsfield for Cambridge Electric Light Company and Commonwealth Electric
Company for the years 1998 to 2003. Please refer to Attachment AG-2-2 for the
Pittsfield plant’s monthly capacity factor for the years 1998 to 2003.

(B) Please refer to the response to Information Request AG-2-1 for an explanation of
the change in the Pittsfield unit’s capacity factor for the period September 2003
through June 2004.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-7

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert H. Hevert:

Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-7

Refer to the Company's response to IR DTE-1-22. The Company states that the present
value of the Pittsfield Termination Agreement amounts to $71.8 million. Provide the
present value of the next-most-attractive bid for Pittsfield under the 2003 Auction.

Response

Please refer to Exhibit NSTAR RBH-5. Only Pittsfield provided a final, binding bid on
the existing Pittsfield PPAs.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-8

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert B. Hevert

Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-8

Refer to Exh. NSTAR-RBH at 7. Were complaints lodged by any interested party
regarding complete, uninhibited, and non-discriminatory access to data and information
relating to the 2003 Auction? If so, please describe such complaint and its resolution.

Response

No complaints have been lodged by any interested party regarding complete, uninhibited,
and non-discriminatory access to data and information relating to the 2003 Auction.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-9

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock
Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-9

Refer to Exhs. NSTAR-RBH at 18 and NSTAR-GOL at 13. Please explain why the
above market calculations relied on external data such as the Henwood forecast as
opposed to internal data such as transfer prices.

Response

The Companies used the Henwood forecast in the calculation of the above-market costs
of the PPA Entitlements because Henwood is an industry-known, independent third party
that provided an impartial market forecast in which to complete a valuation of the above
market costs. NSTAR Electric has used Henwood forecasts in previous years in the
context of valuing restructured PPAs (see, e.g., Cambridge Electric Light Company,
D.T.E. 01-94 (2002) re: approval of Amendment to Vermont Yankee PPA). Please also
see the Companies’ response to Information Request AG-3-10.




NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: DTE-2-10

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert B. Hevert

: Page 1 of 1

Information Request DTE-2-10

Refer to Exh. NSTAR-RBH-at 18. Please explain how the Henwood forecast was used.
Was the Henwood forecast used to project the cost of the Existing Pittsfield PPAs, or was
the Henwood forecast used to estimate the market cost of an equivalent amount of
capacity and energy?

Response

Components of the Henwood forecast were used to project both costs of the undetlying
contract as well as the market value of energy and capacity associated with the
Company’s entitlements (see, e.g., Attachment AG-1-2 CONFIDENTIAL and the
Companies response to Information Request AG-2-5). For example, the oil, coal and gas
components of the Pittsfield contracts energy price index were based on Henwood
projections, as were the projected market prices of the electricity that would be purchased
in accordance with the PPAs.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-3-1

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock
Page 1 of 1

Information Request AG-3-1

Please provide copies of all communications between the Companies (including all
NSTAR employees and outside service providers) and the Department regarding the
mitigation, sale, buydown or buyout of the Companies PPAs. If communication was only
verbal, provide a summary of the discussions. Include dates and names of parties
involved in the communications.

Response

Since electric restructuring, NSTAR Electric has engaged in extensive PPA mitigation
efforts, which are summarized in Exhibit NSTAR-GOL, pages 7-11. See also
Attachment DTE-1-35. With respect to the current mitigation activities, NSTAR Electric
described the 2003 Auction process in D.T.E. 03-117, Exhibit BEC-JFL, pages 24-25
(Attachment AG-3-1(a)) and in D.T.E. 03-118, Exhibit CAM-COM-JFL, page 22
(Attachment AG-3-1(b)).

In addition, the Companies’ described the outcome of the 2003 Auction to the
Department on June 16, 2004. Attachment AG-3-1(c) CONFIDENTIAL is the
PowerPoint presentation made on that date. Geoffrey O. Lubbock, Ellen Angley and
Kerry Britland attended on behalf of the Companies. The following individuals attended
on behalf of the Department: Commissioner James Connelly, Commissioner Robert
Keating, Commissioner Dierdre Manning, General Counsel Andrew Kaplan, Kevin
Brannelly, Sean Hanley, Jeanne Voveris and Barry Perlmutter.

Please note that portions of the information provided herewith are confidential,
proprietary and competitively sensitive and is being provided subject to a Non-Disclosure
Agreement between NSTAR Electric and the Attorney General and a forthcoming
Motion for Protective Treatment of responses to the Department’s and the Attorney
General’s Second Set of Discovery in this proceeding.
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NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-3-2

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock
Page 1 of 1

Information Request AG-3-2

How did NSTAR select CEA to manage and administer the PPA auction? Please provide
all related RFP materials, the RFP distribution list and all response evaluation materials,
including bid revisions. If CEA was not selected as the result of a competitive bid, please
explain why.

Response

CEA was selected through a competitive bidding process. The bid responses are
attached, along with a summary of the responses to the RFP (see Attachment AG-3-2
CONFIDENTIAL BULK).

Please note that the information provided herein is confidential, proprietary and
competitively sensitive and is being provided subject to a Non-Disclosure Agreement
between NSTAR Electric and the Attorney General and a forthcoming Motion for
Protective Treatment of responses to the Department’s and the Attorney General’s
Second Set of Discovery in this proceeding.



Information Request AG-3-3

NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-3-3

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert B. Hevert

Page 1 of 1

* Please provide the names of CEA’s board of directors for the years 1999-present.

Response

CEA was incorporated in January, 2002 with the following directors:

Robert Hevert
Malcolm Ketchum
Lisa Quilici

As of May 1, 2002, the Board of Directors consisted of:

John Reed

Robert Hevert
Malcolm Ketchum
Lisa Quilici

As of May 24, 2002 through present, the Board of Directors consists of:

John Reed
Robert Hevert
Lisa Quilici
John Slocum
James Stephens



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-3-4

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock/Counsel
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Information Request AG-3-4

What was the cost for outside services related to the 1999 auction? Provide the details by
vendor by task. How were these costs recovered from customers (through which rate
elements and over what specific period of time)? Provide a copy of the Department’s
order authorizing recovery of these costs.

Response

The Companies object to this question because it is beyond the scope of the present
proceeding. However, in an effort to be responsive, Navigant/Reed Consulting Group,
Inc. provided consulting services for the 1999 auction and the total costs for these
services were in excess of $750,000. The Companies also incurred legal costs regarding
the auction. The Companies did not seek Department authorization to recover these costs
from customers.



NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-3-6

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Robert B. Hevert

Page 1 of 1

Information Request AG-3-6

Refer to Exhibit NSTAR-RBH-6 and NSTAR-GOL-2 (and supporting exhibits). Please
recompute the NPV Savings assuming the Pittsfield plant produced electricity based on
an average capacity factor equal to the average plant experience from the in service date
through 1997. Provide all supporting calculations in the form of working electronic
spreadsheet models. Provide all supporting documentation and assumptions.

Response

Please refer to the attached file for a calculation of an average capacity factor equal to the
average plant experience from the in-service date through 1997. This average capacity
factor is 90 percent. Please refer to the Companies’ response to Information Request
AG-3-5, where the calculation of this capacity factor has been applied to Exhibit
NSTAR-RBH-6 CONFIDENTIAL and Exhibit NSTAR-GOL-2.
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NSTAR Electric

Department of Telecommunications and Energy
D.T.E. 04-60

Information Request: AG-3-8

August 2, 2004

Person Responsible: Geoffrey O. Lubbock
Page 1 of 1

Information Request AG-3-8

Please provide a copies of all Department orders approving the RFP which resulted in the
Companies’ original contract with Pittsfield, approving the original contract with
Pittsfield and each contract amendment. Include any related orders on appeal by the
Department and/or the courts.

Response

Please refer to the following orders:

. D.P.U. 89-113/89-119 (Attachment AG-3-8(a)) directing the Companies
to modify their RFP which resulted in the Companies existing Pittsfield
PPAs;

. D.P.U. 89-113-A/89-119-A (Attachment AG-3-8(b)) regarding the
Companies’ Motion for Reconsideration on D.P.U. 8§9-113/89-119; and

. D.P.U 91-142/153, which required the Companies to execute final PPAs
with Pittsfield.

The Companies are presently seeking copies of letter orders issued by the Department:
(1) approving the final RFP which resulted in the Companies’ existing Pittsfield PPAs
and (2) approving the amendments to the Pittsfield PPAs, and will provide them as soon
as they are available.
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Attachment AG-3-8(a)
“
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

D.P.U. 89-113/89-119
S S——IS

Docket No.: D.P.U. 89-113/89-119
Date: April 10, 1990
Parties: 89-113/89-119 [Cambridge Electric Light Co]

Investigation by the Department on its own motion into the filing
made by Cambridge Electric Light Company pursuant to 220 C.M.R. B.00,
rules governing sales of electricity by small power producers and
cogenerators to utilities and sales of electricity by utilities to
small power producers and cogenerators. D.P.U. 89-119 Investigation
by the Department on its own motion into the filing made by
Commonwealth Electric Company pursuant to 220 C.M.R. 8.00, rules
governing sales of electricity by small power producers and
cogenerators to utilities and sales of electricity by utilities to
small power producers and cogenerators.

Appearing:

D.P.U. 89-113/119 Page 1
I. INTRODUCTION

On May 5, 1989, Cambridge Electric Light Company ("Cambridge")
and Commonwealth Electric Company ("Commonwealth") (collectively,
"Companies") submitted for approval to the Department of Public
Utilities ("Department” their second request for proposals ("RFP
2") from qualifying facilities ("QF") desiring to sell electrical
energy and capacity to the Company under long-term contracts
pursuant to the solicitation and bidding procedure outlined in 220
C.M.R. 8.00 et seq. The Companies' RFPs are based on joint
planning within the Commonwealth Energy System ("COM/Energy"),
which includes Cambridge, Commonwealth, and Canal Electric Company
("Canal"). Each RFP includes a description of the size of the
supply block that the Company is seeking through competitive
pursuant; tables of the Company's long-run avoided costs or
"ceiling prices"”; a description of the project-ranking procedure;
Long-run Standard Contract A for QFs selected through the bidding
procedure; and Long-Run Standard Contract B for QFs of one megawatt
("MW") or less. The two Companies' RFPs are identical except for
their ceiling price schedules and supply block sizes.

During the course of its investigation into this matter the
Department issued four sets of information requests.[1] The

{1] The Companies' responses to these information requests will
be referred to as DPU IR (set number)-(question number); DPU IR 2-3
is the Companies' response to the third question in the second set

of information requests.

D.P.U. 89-113/119 Page 2
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES D.P.U. 89-113/89-119

Department received comments on the Companies' filing from the
Executive Office of Energy Resources[2] ("Energy Office") on
June 15, 1989 and revised comments on July 27, 1989. American
Ref-Fuel ("Ref-Fuel”) submitted comments on December 19, 1989.
The Department's regulations require that each utility establish
a supply block of capacity and energy to be purchased through the
bidding process; the size of the supply block must equal the
greater of the utility's next avoidable supply addition or 5
percent of the utility's annual peak load. 220 C.M.R. 8.05(2).
Cambridge and Commonwealth have identified their next avoidable
unit as a 116-MW combined-cycle unit. Based on each company's
share of the Companies' coincident peak load, Cambridge has
established a 28 MW supply block while Commonwealth has
established an 88 MW supply block.

In calculating their individual supply blocks and ceiling
prices, the Companies updated several parameter assumptions from
the demand forecast and supply plan filed with the Energy
Facilities Siting Council ("EFSC") in April 1988, to reflect new
conditions (Appendix D, pp. 2-4): First, the Companies updated
each company's avoided cost computation to reflect the January
1989, fuel price projections calculated by Data Resources, Inc.
("DRI"). Second, the Pilgrim nuclear generating unit is

[2] The Executive Office of Energy Resources is now the Energy
Division of the Executive Office of Consumer Affairs.

D.P.U. 89-113/119 Page 3
included in the Companies' supply plan through December 31, 1993.

Third, in-service dates of several QF units have been revised.
Fourth, the supply plan includes new power purchase contracts
approved from RFP 1. Finally, the Companies have secured
short-term capacity from neighboring utilities. The Companies
note that future capacity additions are discounted by 50 percent
in the RFP supply plan to reflect uncertainty in the availability
of future capacity additions.

II. COMMENTS ON PROPOSED RFP 2

The Energy Office raises issues concerning the supply block,
calculation of ceiling prices, RFP-threshold requirements,
scoring of nonprice project characteristics, and the number of
components in the price formula. The Energy Office supports the

50 percent discounting of future purchases from QFs and Hydro
Quebec, but argues that Pilgrim should be included at 54 percent
capacity and Seabrook should be eliminated from the supply plan
(Energy Office Comments June 15 and July 27, 1989, pp. 2-3). The
Energy Office also asserts that the Department of Environmental
Protection ("DEP") precedent suggests that selective catalytic
reduction ("SCR") technology would be required for plants with
large capability (Energy Office Comments, p. 4). Since the next
avoidable unit in Commonwealth's resource plan is 116 MW, the
Energy Office contends that the Companies' avoided costs should

| http://socialaw.gvpi